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Which have been lately handed about in Manuſcript by the 
Oppaſers of the Worceſter Canal. 


I. TT is aſſerted, that it was proved in the Committee of 
the Houſe of Commons, by witneſſes whoſe teſti- 
mony ſtands uncontradicted, that the mill and landed pro- 
perty would ſuſtain a great and manifeſt injury by this new 
undertaking. | 


Anſw. THESE witneſſes, by endeavouring to prove too 
much, rendered their evidence ſo obviouſly abſurd, that their 
depoſition received no credit at all, and was, upon that very 
account, after mature deliberation, rejected with contempt. 
They proved that the Staffordſhire Canal, and the river Se- 

vern, afforded a nearer, cheaper, and better conveyance for 
goods than the intended Canal could poſſibly procure. If 
this were true, the preſent undertaking could not in any manner 
affect their intereſts ; for it is beyond doubt, that the Public 
will always give a decided 0 to that conveyance 1 * 
| * 


they find neareſt, ſhorteſt, and beſt. The palpable contra- 
dictions of the evidence produced, and the efforts that are 
made to prevent the new Canal from taking place, are the 
ſtrongeſt proof that the oppoſers of the Worceſter Canal are, 
themſelves, but too well convinced that the public will give 
it, when executed, the preference it deſerves. 


MILL Property cannot be injured by this undertaking, 
becauſe the ſprings and ſtreams are moſt effectually ſecured 
1 by the Act, to thoſe who claim a prior title to them. Vague 
and indeterminate declamation can only miſlead thoſe who are 
valling to be deceived; and the bare inſpection of the Act ſuf- 
fices to overſet this plauſible objeftion. + 8 


Wir regard to Mr. Watſon, in particular, who has af- 
fected to tell a moſt woeful tale of diſtreſs, and by appealing 
to the feelings of the generous and humane, has inſidiouſſy 
enJeavoured to intereſt them in his favour, it muſt be noticed, 
Firſt, That he is a Proprietor in the Staffordſhire Canal, and 
therefore muſt naturally be ſuppoſed to decry every improve- 
ment, from views of -perſonal advantage. Secondly, Thar the 
patent of Mr. Ar&wr:ight, under which he works, having 


been ſet aſide by a legal determination, he may, not unlikely, 
be conſcious that he is engaged in a very precarious ſcheme, 


and would, upon that account, be happy to exonerate himſelf, 
by laying the expences of his imprudent. undertaking upon 
the Proprietors of the new Canal. Thirdly, That he has a 
leaſe of his premiſes only for twenty-one years, part of 
which already is expired; and that his landlord was an hearty 
ſupporter of the Worceſter Canal. F ourthly, That it appears 
from unqueſtionable evidence, that although he has taken in- 
to his mill-pond near five acres of land, yet his works have 
{till been flooded, and ſometimes thereby greatly damaged. 
Fifthly, That he has diverted into his own pond the ſtream of 
water called the Mill Brook, which before was wont to ſupply 
other works, to their no ſmall detriment and injury. 


As to the Landed Property, this muſt certainly be greatly 
benefited by the Worceſter Canal for, in its courſe of twen- 
ty-five miles, it paſſes through a country which is deſtitute of 
water-carriage ; and will conſequently afford a. moſt uſeful 
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conveyance for coal, lime, and every other kind of merchan- 
diſe that can be wanting. 


II. Ir is objected, that the Company have power to take 
their line wherever they will, even through the eſtates and 
property of ſuch whoſe conſent has never been procured nor 
even applied for. 


Anſw. Tux plan annexed to the Petition ſuffices to ſhew 
how unſupported this fiction is. Each field or piece of land 
through which the Canal is deſigned to pals, is there diſtinctly 7 
ſpecified, with references to a book in which the name and 

reſidence, both of the proprietors and tenants of ſuch lands, 
are accurately ſet down: And in ſuch acts it is ever a ſtand- 
ing rule, that the undertakers of any navigable Canal are 
not to deviate from ithe plan which was preſented, more 
than fixty yards on either fide of their line, without the con- 
ſent of the proprietors of ſuch lands through which they 
mean to paſs, previouſly obtained in writing. Since the ac- 
ceſſion of his preſent Majeſty, fixteen different Canal Acts 
have received the Royal Aſſent; and it does not appear that 
in any one of theſe ſeveral Acts ſuch ample protection has 
been granted and ſecured to the landed property and the mill- 
owners as in the preſent inſtance. 


III. Ir is ſaid, that the Bill is calculated to ſerve the pri- 


vate views of a tew individuals, without any advantage to the 
Public. 


Anſw. Tun advantages that it is likely to be of to the 
Public at large, have been ſufficiently detailed in the two 
Pamphlets handed about to the ſeveral Members of the Houſe 
of Commons, and ſubmitted to their Confideration. Th 
have already been deemed ſo manifeſt, by a moſt reſpectable - 
Committee of the whole Houſe, that after the moſt minute 
inveſtigation, the Bill for carrying it into execution was 
by them ordered to be preſented to the Houſe of Lords. In- 
deed, the papers which have been induſtriouſly circulated by 
the Oppoſers of this Canal, are a moſt inſolent libel upon 
the Houſe at large, as they have not ſcrupled therein to tax 

the Members of it with determining contrary to evidence, 
and 
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and, at laſt, paſſing a Bill proved to be oppreſſive and uns - 
juſt. Such is the reſpectful language of paſſion and diſ- 
appointment. And, whereas this undertaking has been 
called a Jo of a few individuals, it appears that it 
was brought forward by the hearty concurrence of Every 
Nobleman in the county through which it moſtly paſſes ; 
and is ſupported with the almoſt unanimous approbation 
of every perſon of rank and property in it. This alone 
ſuffices to ſtamp upon the Petition a character of reſpectabi- 
lity, which the complaints of its intereſted opponents can 
never do away. Would no leſs than five and twenty ſeveral 
Petitions have been offered from various cities and places in 
its favour ?—Would the Nobility and Gentry through whoſe 
eſtates it is to paſs, have given their conſent, and /o/zc:ted 
the paſſing of the Bill, unleſs they were fully convinced of 
the advantages it holds forth? Will it be credited that any 
better or more difintereſted judges can be found to determine 
how far it is likely to benefit or to injure the public, than 
thoſe who are reſident on the ſpot, and who of all others, 
are moſt likely to be affected by the conſequences of it? 


IV. IT has been urged, that the powers granted to the 
Petitioners for making their reſervoirs and feeders are ſo ex- 
tenſive, as to enable them to do, with impunity, whatever 


injury they pleaſe, to the property of individuals. 


Anſw. Tue various reſtrictive clauſes inſerted in the Bill, 
are an evident proof of the falſhood of this charge. Private 
Property is ever, in ſome degree, expected to give way to 
Public Good. It is an invariable maxim. But, in the pre- 
ſent caſe, ſo far are the clauſes of it from granting any extra- 
ordinary or unprecedented powers, that they are more in num- 
ber, and the limitations and exceptions in favour of in- 
dividuals greater, than in any former Bill of fimilar nature. 


In other Acts, the Petitioners have generally obtained the li- 


berty to take their water from ſtreams and brooks at large: in 
this, they are almoſt wholly reſtrained to land floods and 


rain, and water that would otherwiſe run to waſte. Never were 


the alarms of individuals treated with a like tenderneſs, or was 
a fimilar reſpect ſhewn even to their moſt groundleſs fears ! Be 
this faid, becauſe. we are willing to give theſe individuals 
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eredit for the moſt laudable motives; whereas the greateſt 

part by far of the oppoſition which ſtill continues to be 

made, ſeems to come from a few perſons without name 

or property, Who have been inſtigated by various means 

to ſubſcribe heir mark to Complaints and ſcare- crow fears, 

which, of themſelves, they never would have thought of; 

and to Petitions which they can neither read nor comprehend. - 
They muſt be ſenſible, that the ſeveral rivers, ſtreams, brooks 

and ſprings, which now viſibly ſupply their mills, are fully 

ſecured to them by the moſt expreſs reſervations. —But they «> 
with, one would imagine, to monopolize the very dew of 

Heaven; for, little more than this has been the ſummit of 

our wiſhes, in our Addreſs to Parliament. 


V. Ir has even been inſinuated, and urged againſt the Pe- 
titioners, that they might have choſen a better line! 


Anſw. This being a matter of Opinion only, is, in the 
preſent ſtage of the Bill, but nugatory declamation. Had 
they themſelves conſidered it in any other light, it would 
have been produced before. 


VI. From the ſame friendly regard for the intereſts of the 
new concern, it has been aſſerted, that the projected Canal can 
never poſſibly ſucceed for want of water. 


Anſw. Tris is a conſideration which, it ought to be ſup- 
poſed, the undertakers of it have already duly weighed. The 
quantity of water requiſite for the annual conſumption of the 
intended Canal, appears, by a fair eſtimate, every circum- 
ſtance conſidered, to be about 2,219,904 tons. Now, it is a 
fact that, independently of every other ſupply, (and excluſive ö 
of what may be again thrown back by engines, if required) E 
the quantity of water that falls in rain and ſnow upon the ſur- 
face of ſix miles ſquare, which lies above the ſummit, will 
alone amount annually to 8, 788, 8 32 tons, or 6, 568, 928 tons 
more than will be wanted: and that, ſuppoſing only a ird 
part of this to be collected for the uſe of the Canal, there will 
yet be a ſurplus of ballance in its favour, of more than ſever 
hundred thouſand tons beyond the requiſite conſumption. 


IV. Tun 
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VI. The Committee of che Houſe of Commons, it is now 
objected, hurried through the Petition when preſented, and 
e their aſſent to every part of it, without any attention to 


the detail of the caſe, merely from a general view of the 


whole. | 


Anſw. Try direct contrary appears to be the real fact. 
Every part of the Petition and Bill was ſubjected to the 
ſtricteſt ſcrutiny, in the preſence of its moſt avowed oppo- 
nents. Tt was corrected, altered, and amended, by the Com- 
mittee with unufual care. And although they may ſeem. to 
have paid but little attention to ſuch parts of the evidence 
(as it is called) which was produced againſt it, as were 
notoriouly contradictory and abſurd; yet they patiently 
heard as much of it as was judged of any importance. 


The Bill was, by their ſpecial order, modelled into 


its preſent form, and not approved, till every objection had 
been attended to, and, in their eyes and judgment, moſt ſa- 
tisfactorily removed. As it was fo thoroughly inveſtigated in 
the Lower Houſe, the Promoters of this uſeful undertaking 
are ſorry to ſee that the ſame prejudices are ſtill induſtriouſſy 
ſpread againſt it; as they can ſurely ſerve no other purpoſe 

an that of perplexing the cauſe by ſtudied delays, and caſting 


a veil of uncertainty and doubt upon ſubjects wherein the 


Public ſeemed already to have received the compleateſt fatis- 
faction. 


VII. Ir is aſſerted, that the natural ſtock of water, which 
appertains to the country through which the Canal is deſigned 
to paſs, is at preſent conſumed by the mills and other works 
already erected: And, therefore, that whatever water the new 
Canal requires, muſt, ſome how or other, be drawn from that 
ſtock, which does but barely ſupply their preſent calls. 


Anfw. Tnrs is a difficulty which muſt be cleared up by 
the evidence which will be produced at the bar. It will then 
plainly appear, that the water which now runs to waſte, is 
equal to, if not in much greater quantities, hn that which 
is now conſumed ; and that the mills are often prevented from 
working by the ſudden floods of water which ſwell the 
brooks. Were this even not the caſe, the reſtrictive clauſes 
in the Bill are more than ſufficient 79 remove every poflible 


Harm that can reaſonably be ſuggeſted in this regard. 
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Tur fubſtance of whatever has been advanced in the ſeveral 
Petitions lately preſented to the Right Honourable the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament aſſembled, and, particu- 
_ larly, in that which has been ſent up by the Proprictors of the 
Staffordſhire Canal, has been fo fully anſwered in the ſhort 
pamphlet, entitled A Few Remarks, &c. reſpecting the 
intended Worceſter Canal, that all further notice of them 
would be 0 deemed ſuperfluous and trifling, 
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